
a patient, and that, judging from the composition of
his letter, a patient of no extraordinary degree of intel¬
ligence or education. Strophanthus, again, is another
drug that should not be prescribed except when its ef¬
fects can be under the observation of the physician. We
say nothing of certain proprietary remedies, which ap¬
pear to have a great place in the prescriber's therapeutic
armamentarium. The thing that strikes us most in this
connection is the fact that these prescriptions, written
for individual cases, must be the work of either a licensed
practitioner or a layman. In the latter event, is it not
an infraction of the medical law to prescribe for pay¬
ment for individual patients—for it is to be presumed
that the writer in this column is not doing newspaper
work for nothing? In the former event, is not a physi¬
cian who publishes broadcast a prescription presumably
intended for the relief of one individual, so that numer¬
ous other persons may use it, fancying their own symp¬
toms to resemble those described by the newspaper pa¬
tient, guilty of unprofessional conduct in a grave degree
—the more grave because of the danger inherent in the
use of drugs such as those named above? This consid¬
eration alone, to say nothing of a most vicious form of
contract practice, such as would be involved in a licensed
practitioner's prescribing publicly for pay for patients
whom he had never seen, surely calls for a protest from
the readers of this Philadelphia newspaper.

CONSUMPTION AND BREACH OF PROMISE.
In view of the dangers of the puerperal condition, for

example, and the probably real though not so generally
admitted dangers of heredity, it is easy to see that it is
inadvisable for those suffering from developed tubercu-
losis to marry. A recent decision1 of the Supreme Court
of Washington goes rather farther than has usually been
the case in making consumption a legal disability. It
makes the breach of promise of marriage because of the
disease in the woman justifiable, even if the engagement
were entered into with knowledge of her condition. This
may be considered good public policy, but it is certainly
a hardship to the individual. In view of the fact that
the condition was known before betrothal, the award
of reasonable damages would seem to most persons as

just in this case as in most breach of promise suits. A
natural outcome of this decision should be the enactment
of a law making wilful betrothal with a consumptive,
with knowledge of his or her condition, a punishable of¬
fense. Considering, however, the fact that a very large
proportion of the population is more or less infected
with tuberculosis, and the possibility that we owe to
this a certain immunity to the fatal forms of the dis¬
ease, such a law might be difficult to enforce justly. In
the meantime we are making the way of the consump¬
tive, like that of the transgressor, hard.

A JUDGE ON PHYSICIANS' FEES.
A Missouri court has decided that a physician's fees

can not legitimately be based to any degree on the pa-
tient's income. Besides being subversive of a custom of

1. Grover versus Zook, 87 Pacific Rep., 638.

the profession that has prevailed at all times and in all
places, the logical result of this decision would be to
raise the standard of physicians' fees on ordinary com-
mercial principles to the highest amount ordinarily ob-
tainable, instead of the present custom of placing them
at a medium between that and the lowest acceptable,
which makes it possible for the physician to exercise a
humane charity in the case of the less well-to-do without
either pauperizing them or impoverishing himself. The
physician's services, it seems, are to have a trade valua-
tion like a loaf of bread or a pound of sugar, so that
their value to the patient is in no sense dependent on
the latter's economic importance. If that is so, then
on what principle, we ask, is it possible to justify a

difference in the degree of damages awarded to different
persons for the loss of a limb or other disablement, or
to their families in the event of their death, through
misadventure for which others are held responsible. The
law assumes that the economic value of life and limb
differs for different people in relation to their earning
capacity and other matters. Must not the value of the
services rendered by a physician with a view of obviat¬
ing these disastrous results also necessarily vary corres¬

pondingly ?

GUSTATORY AUDITION.
A new variety of synesthesia, in which the subject

experienced gustatory sensations on hearing sounds such
as spoken words or certain non-vocal sounds, has re-
cently been described by Pierce1 and the case presents
some interesting features. The sensations experienced
by the young woman under observation included oral
perception of temperature, texture and consistency as
well as true gustatory perception, but did not include
olfactory qualities, as she was anosmic. Pierce feels
convinced that this phenomenon was a true synesthesia
and not the result of a "lively dramatic fancy." The
experience is said to come quite unsolicited, and the
patient frequently has some difficulty in finding ade-
quate equivalents to express the idea of the sensation
experienced. The best condition for the appearance of
the synesthesia seemed to be a state of natural hunger.
The impression is distinct from the idea of the object
to which it is compared and precedes the conception to
the latter; on the other hand, similarity of sound did
not necessarily determine similarity of oral sensation
and the same gustatory sensation was associated with
the most diverse sounds. The sensations are referred to
definite locations in the mouth. "Thus the equivalents
of Ethel and hail (tactual) are felt at the tip of the
tongue; of tox (irritation) at the back of the throat;
of Judith (salt) at the sides of the tongue," etc. The
direction of the experience was always from sound to
taste, the reverse being possible only as the connections
were remembered. Tests over periods of many months
invariably resulted in identical equivalents being elicited
by like sounds. There is little evidence one way or the
other as to whether or not this phenomenon is to be ex¬

plained on p*urely ph}'siologic grounds, depending on a
cross circuiting of the association fibers between differ¬
ent brain centers. Pierce makes the interesting sugges-

1. American Jour. Psychology, July, 1907.
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